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NON-DENSE ORBIT SETS CARRY FULL METRIC MEAN
DIMENSION

JIAO YANG!, ERCAI CHEN?!, XIAOYAO ZHOU*!

Abstract. Let (X,d) be a compact metric space, f : X — X be a
continuous transformation with the specification property. we consider
non-dense orbit set F(zp) and show that for any non-transitive point
29 € X, this set F(zg) is empty or carries full Bowen upper and lower
metric mean dimension.

1. INTRODUCTION

A number ) is called badly approximable if |\ — §| > 3 for some ¢ > 0 and all
rational numbers g. In 1931, Jarnik [I0] proved that the set of badly approximable
numbers is of full Hausdorff dimension. In 1997, Abercrombie and Nair [I] proved the
non-dense set for the expanding rational map of the Riemann sphere acting on its Julia
set J has full Hausdorff dimension. In fact, authors [5] generalized the result of [I] by
some more general systems.

Let (X,d, f) be a topological dynamical system, where (X, d) is a compact metric
space and f : X — X is a continuous map. For any z € X, let O¢(z) denote the orbit
of z,ie., Of(z) :={z, f(x),---, f*"(z), - }. For any 2z, € X, we define

E(z) ={x € X : 20 ¢ {f*(z) : n > 0}},

where = € E(z) signifies zy is badly approximated by the orbit of z. When f is Guass

map, F(0) is just the set of the badly approximable numbers. By the definition, any
point in E(zp) has a non-dense forward orbit in X.

Note that on a compact smooth manifold with dimension greater than one, homeo-
morphisms with infinite topological entropy are C° generic [12]. Recently, authors [2]
showed that in the space of continuous non-invertible maps of the unit interval preserv-
ing the Lebesgue measure, which is equipped with the uniform metric, the functions
satisfying specification property and infinite topological entropy form a dense Gy set.
Thus, a more subtle question arises naturally: Given a system having both the spec-
ification property and infinite topological entropy, does F(zy) carry more information
besides infinite Bowen topological entropy?

Mean topological dimension introduced by Gromov [3] is a new topological invariant
in topological dynamical systems. Later, Lindenstrauss and Weiss [7] introduced the
metric mean dimension, which is a metric version of the mean dimension. Metric mean
dimension, similarly to the topological entropy, measures the complexity of systems
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with infinite entropy. Mean dimension has applications to topological dynamics [7, [6].
Similar as the topological entropy, the metric mean dimension has a strong connection
with ergodic theory, and lots of variational principles have been established, see [4, []].
Let us go to back to our question. Recently, we state our result precisely
Main result. In this paper, we consider a dynamical system (X,d, f) satisfy specifi-
cation, i.e., for any € > 0, there exists an integer m = m(e) such that for arbitrary
finite intervals {I; = [a;, b;]}5_;
Ty, ,xp € X, there exists a point x € X such that

d(fPe(x), fP(x;)) <€ forall p=0,1,---,b; —a; and every j=1,2,--- k.

with aj1; —b; > m for j = 1,2,--- ,k — 1 and any

For convenience, we call {[b;,a;41],7 =1, -,k — 1} the gaps.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that (X, d, f) be a dynamical system with specification property.
For any non-transitive point zy € X, i.e. Og(z9) # X, then either E(zy) =0 or

mdimy; (E(z), f,d) = mdima (X, f, d)

(1.1) . B .
mdimy, (E(z), f,d) = mdim,, (X, f, d).

2. BASIC NOTIONS AND DEFINITIONS

Let n € N. For z,y, we define the nth Bowen metric d,, on X as

dy(,y) = max{d(f'(z), f'(y)) : i =0,--- ,n — 1}.
For each ¢ > 0, the Bowen ball of radius € and order n in the metric d,, around x is
given by
Bh(z,e) ={y € X : dy(z,y) < €}.
Now given Z C X, e >0 and N € N. For each \ € R, let

m(Z,\, N,e) mf{ZeXp —An;) },

1€l
where the infimum is taken over all finite or countable collection I' = { By, (x;,€) }icr
such that Z C U;er By, (74, €) and min{n; : ¢ € I} > N. Note that m(Z, \, N, ¢) does
not decrease as N increases, and therefore the following limit exists

m(Z,\,e) = lim m(Z,\, ¢, N, €).
N—o00
The function is non-increasing in A and takes value co and 0 at all but at most one
value of A\. Denoting the critical value of A by
hieo(Z, f,€) = inf{X € R : m(Z, \,€) = 0}
=sup{A € R: m(Z,\, ¢€) = o0}.

(Z, f,€e), and m(Z, A\, e) = 0 when
cou e 00,0 or some positive finite
(Z, f.€),€) could b positive fi

This implies that m(Z, A, e) = oo, when A\ < hy,
s > hi (Z, f,€). Note that m(Z, h{),

number. The Bowen topological entropy is defined by hf?,(Z, f) = hm hgp(Z, f,€) (see
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[T11]). The Bowen upper and lower metric mean dimension of f on Z with respect to d
are respectively defined by

——B hioo(Z, fr €)
di 7 d) = i _topr I
m lmM( ) f? ) H?—?Oup |10g €|

B
mdim?(Z, £, d) = lim inf 7ht0,|71(02g, j 9.

The classical metric mean dimension is defined as follows. Given n € N and € > 0.
A set E C X is called an (n,€) separated set for X if for every z # y € E, we have
dy(z,y) > €. Define s(f, X,n,€) to be the largest cardinality of an (n, €) separated set
of X. Notice that s, (f, X, n,€) is finite by compactness.The upper and lower metric
mean dimension of f with respect to d respectively are given by

lim sup % log s(f, X, n,e¢)
mdim; (X, f,d) = limsup ==
0 | log €|
lim sup = log s(f, X, n, €)

mdim,, (X, f,d) = lireri)ionf e Toze]

)

It is clear that the metric mean dimension vanishes if topological entropy is finite.

Remark 2.1. If Z; C Zy C X, then

(1) wdimy(Zy, f,d) < mdimy (Zs, f,d), mdimf;(Zy, f,d) < mdimy(Z, f,d).
The following proposition complete proof is shown in [9] appendix.

Proposition 2.1. For any f-invariant and compact nonempty subset Z C X, one has

mdimy(Z, f,d) = mdimy (Z, f,d), mdim?(Z, f,d) = mdim,,(Z, f,d).

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

In this section, let’s turn to prove our main result.

3.1. Proof for the case of the upper metric mean dimension. we assume
E(z) = 0 and show (ILI). We first consider the case of the upper metric mean
dimension. Note that F(zp) C X, and therefore

mdimyy (E(z0), f,d) < mdimy (X, ,d).
Proposition [2.1] implies that
mdimyy (E(z0), f,d) < mdimy (X, f, d).

Before the proof, we fix any constant C' < mdim,; (X, f,d). Next, we only need to
show that

(3.1) mdim (B (z0), f,d) > C.
3



Firstly, since zy is non-transitive point, we can choose y € X and ¢y > 0 such that

(3.2) Ay, O5(z0)) = 260,

Fix v > 0 we can choose a € < ¢y and a sequence {ny}r>1 C N such that there exists
maximal (ny, 7¢)-separated set Sy of X which is always a (ny, 7¢)-spanning set such
that

(3.3) #Sk > exp (nk(C' — 7)) [log Te|,
hf)p E(z), f,€ -
(3.4) (| 1220; J:¢) < mdlmﬁ(E(zO), f,d)+~
and
(3.5) (mdimﬁ(E(zO), f,d)+7) - ||lloogg7€e|| < mdimi(E(zO), f,d) + 2~y

by the definitions

limsup £ log s(f, X, n, )

mdim (X, f,d) = limsup ——=
e—0 | log €]

b
and

- 4. hB Z7 Y
mdimﬁ(Z, f,d) = limsup M.
e—0 llog €|

3.1.1. Construction of the Moran-like fractal F. Choose M > 0 such that

2m(e)C

(3:6) M+ 2m(e)

<.

Without lose of generality, we can assume that M < n;. Let ¢ = [§%] then we break
the n; orbit of x € S, as follows

{w, f(2), - @ UM (), @ U
U{ flen=DM () plen=DMFL gy e ()},

Now we define the point pair (z,n) € X X N by (z,n) := {z, f(z),---, f"}(z)}.
We insert y into every gap, in fact, we translate the point pair (x,ny) to

(ZL‘, M)? (y7 1)’ (fM(x)’ M)’ (y’ 1)7 T (y7 1)’ (f(Ck_l)M(x)’nk - (Ck - 1)M)

Denote m := m(e). By the specification property, there exists ¢y € X such that

dM(y/a ZL‘) <¢, d(fM+m?//> y) <€ adM(f(j_l)(M+2m+1)y,a f(j_l)M'I) <

d(f(jfl)(M+2m+1)+M+my/7 y) <€ ’dnk_(Ck_l)M(f(ckfl)(M+2m+1)+M+my/’ f(ckfl)Mx)

4

€

<€



i.e., the following set is a non-empty,

Ckfl

B(l’,nk, €; y> _ ﬂ {ff(jfl)(MnLanLl)B]u(f(jfl)Mx7 6) N ch(jf1)(M4r2m+1)fM7mB<y7 6)}
j=1

N f_(Ck_1)(M+2m+1)_M_mBnkf(ckfl)M(f(Ck_l)Mx) # @

From the above setting, we define ny, := ny + (¢, — 1)(2m + 1) which denotes the length
of the orbits in the set B(z,ng,€;y).

Next, we can choose a sequence and Ny, increasing to oo with Ny = 0. We enumerate
the points in the sets Sy provided by (B.3) and write them as follows

Sk = {xz t= 1727"' 7#8k}
We enumerate the points in the set Sy, and consider the set Sy.. Let 7, = (af, - - | a:’f\,k) €
S,iv’“ where S,iv’“ =8 X -+ x 8. Now we set t; := ny Ny + (N; — 1)m and if 5 have

been defined, we define ty 1 := ty + Nyy1(7ks1 +m). By the specification property, we
have

k N;
B(flu e 7fk7 y) = m ﬂ fﬁtiilimi(ﬂil)(nﬂrm)B('T;7 N, € y) 7£ (Z)

i=1j=1

We define Fj, by

k
Fo=(VB@:, - z9): @, 7)€ [[S¥).
=1

Obviously, Fy is a closed subset of X and Fj1 C Fi. Define

F:ﬁﬂ
k=1

The above construction implies for each p € F shadows the points in S; for some ¢
with the gap segments m(e) by the specification property. For any n > 0 we denotes
Ny by the segment of times which shadow the separated points in S; for some i > 1.
The following lemma shows that F C E(zp).

Lemma 3.1. For any x € F, then x € E(zy), i.e. F C E(z).

Proof. Since Bapgim(e) (20, €) is open set which contains zy, we only need to show that
O¢(x)NBarrim(e) (20, €) = D. Then Of(x) C X\ Bopsym(e) (20, €). Furthermore, Of(z) C
X\ Bonr4mi(e) (20, €), which implies that 2o ¢ O(z).

Now we assume that Og(z) N Boarim(e(20,€) # @ and we can choose f7(x) €

Bontmie)(20,€). By the construction of F, for any k with ¢, > j, there exists some
X1, , T such that z € B(#y,- -, Tk;y). Hence, we can choose ¢ < 2M + m(e) such
that d(f77 92, y) < € and d(f'T 9z, f12) < e. Then we have

Ay, fiz) < d(f7H9z,y) + d(f7H9, fl2) < e + € < 2,
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which contracts with (3.2) i.e.,

d(y, Os(20)) > 2¢o.

O
3.1.2. Construction of a special sequence of measures . Foreach (71, ,Ty) €
ﬁ SN we choose 2(Ty, -+ ,Tr;y) € B(Ty,- -+ ,Tr;y). Let Ly, be the set of all points
ézlrlstructed in this way. The following simple lemma shows that
k
(3.7) #Lp = [ [(#S)™.
i=1

k
Lemma 3.2. Let T and § be distinct elements of [[ SN, Then z, = 2(T) and z = 2(7)
i=1
are (tg, be) separated points.
Proof. Assume that T = (71,%,- -+ ,Tx) and § = (Y, Ys, - ,Y,) and T; # 7, with
Ty =7, foreach s < i, 1 < i < k. Letm = (2, ,ay) and 7, = (yi, -, Yh,)-
Without lose of generality, we assume that :L‘fl + yé and for each u < ¢, =, = y’.

Then we have foreach 0 < 7 <¢;—1, 0<s< M —1

d( IS i@ Dimnatmy () fMEsgl) < e

and

d(fIram s phioHla=mta)tm, gy Py) <e

Since i # y. € S; are (n;, Te)-separated points, there exists 0 < J<e—1,0<5<
M — 1 such that

d(fM ), M) 2 Te,

Hence

dtk (Zla 22) Z dti(zla 22)
Zd(f}'(M+2m+l)+§ft¢,1+(q71)(m+ﬁi)+mz(f>’ fj'(M+2m+1)+§ft¢71+(q71)(m+ﬁi)+mz(y)

Zd(ijHxé, ij+§yé> . d(fj(M+2m+1)+§fti,1+(q71)(m+m)+mz(f)’ ijHxé)

_d(fj(M+2m+1)+§fti_1+(q—1)(m+ﬁi)+mz(y)’ f]M’Léy;)
>Te —€— €= De.
So we have done. O

We now define the measures on F which yield the required estimates for the similar

entropy distribution principle. For each k, an atomic measure centered on Lj. Precisely,
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if z = 2(Zy,- -+ ,Tk), we define probability measure
IO
[ = —— .
#Lk z€Lg

In order to prove the main results of this paper, we present some lemmas.

Lemma 3.3. The sequence of measures {py}ren converges to a measure in M(X)
with respect to the weak*-topology p. Furthermore, the limiting measure p satisfies

u(F) = 1.

Proof. The similar proof as [I1, Lemma 5.4] can be applied to show py converges in
the weak*-topology.

Suppose p is a limit measure of the sequence of probability measures p;. Then
= liin ps, for some s, — oo. For some fixed s and all p > 0, we have p,,(Fs) =1

since fisip(Fsip) = 1 and Fyyp C Fs. Therefore,

p(Fs) > limsup g, (Fs) = 1.

k—o0

It follows that p(F) = lim pu(F;) = 1. O

5§—00

Next we set b,, denote the mistake segment which at most n i.e.,
by, i=n — Nyey.

Let B = B,(q,€) be an arbitrary ball which intersects F. Let k be the unique number
which satisfies tx < n < tg1. Let j € {0,1,---, Nxy1 — 1} be the unique number so

tk + (g +mle)) <n <ty + (5 + 1) (g1 + moe))

Let A¥ = j(fy41 + m(e)), we have
tr+ AT <n <ty + ANH
We assume that 7 > 1 and the simpler case j = 0 is similar.

Lemma 3.4. For any p > 1, suppose p,(B) > 0, we have
1
< :
#Ly - (#Sk11)

where b, denote the length of mistake segment.

Piip(B)

Proof. (1) Case p = 1. Suppose pp1(B) > 0, then L,y N B # 0. Let z =

_ — (= — N N —
2T, Tpy1) € L1 N B, where T = (Ty,- -+ ,Tg) € §;' X --- x §F and Ty =
k+1 k+1 Nit1
(277 ) € S Let
N | k+1 Co kL ke k1 _ k1
Af;x’f“,---,mf“ - {Z(ZL‘, (yl e 7yN,€_H)) € Lit:yy =xy 0, Y =X }
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Suppose that 2’ = 2(¥,7;,1) € Lg41 N B. Since d,(z,2') < 2¢, by Lemma [3.2]
we have T = 7 and y ™ = 2} for I € {1,---,5}. Thus we have

i (B) = —— 3 6.(B8)

L
# k+1 ZELk+1

1
< > 7, (B)

z€EA_ ki1 k+1
ikt okt

2 #Lj, - (#Sk41)7

(2) Case p > 1. Similarly, we have

1—J 2 Netp
poB) < FO T S S
P #Liip

1
B #Ly, - (#Sk1)7

Lemma 3.5. There exists N € N such that for any n > N,
#(B) < exp {—n(C — 27)|log 7e|}
Proof. By [83), we have
#Li - (#Sem) = #ST - #S - #SL,
> exp { (Z Non, +j) (C ~ )| log 7e|}
i=1
= exp{(n = b,)(C = 7)[log 7e[} .

By Lemma [B.4] we get

1 (B) - < exp {—n(C — 7)|log Te| + b, (C — 7)| log Te[}

1
<
= #Ly - (#Sks1)
< exp {—n(C — 7)[log 7e| + b,C|[log Te[}

< exp {—n(C — 27)[log 7e|}
The above inequality follows from (3.6]) that % < 7. So
w(B) < liminf pugi,(B) < exp {—n(C — 2v)|log 7el|} .
p—00

Hence the desired result follows. O



3.1.3. Apply pressure distribution principle type argument. Now we are able
to finish the proof of Theorem 1.1 by using the pressure distribution principle type
argument.

Let N be the number defined in Lemma Let I' = {B,,(x;, €) }icr be any finite
cover of F with n; > N for all ¢« € I. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
By, (zi,€) N F # ) for every i € I. Applying Lemma B.5 on each B,,(z;,€), one has

S exp {—ni(C — 29) | log Tel} = 3 By (2,6)) > p(F) = 1

iel il

As I' is arbitrary, one has
m(F, (C — 2v)|log7e|, N,e) > 1 >0
Therefore, by the fact that m(F, (C'—4v)|log 7¢|, N, €) does not decrease as N increases,
m(F, (C — 2v)|log7el,e) > 1> 0
which implies that
higy(F, f,€) > (C — 27)[ log Te|.

So, by Lemma B.1], (84) and (3.5]), we have

hgap(fa fv 6) < hgp(E(Zo),f, 6) _ htBop(E(ZO)vfa 6) ) |10g€‘
|log7e|] — | log 7e| | log € | log 7¢|

C—-2v<

| log €]
| log 7¢|

< (mdimy(E(z), f,d) + ) < mdimy, (E(z), f,d) + 27.

Thus, mdimﬁ(E(zO), f,d) > C —4~. As v > 0 and C are arbitrary, we obtain
mdimy (E(z), f,d) > mdima (X, f, d).

3.2. Proof for the case of the lower metric mean dimension. In this subsection,
we briefly prove the following equation

mdim® (E(%), f,d) = mdim,, (X, f, d)

under the assumptions F(z) # 0.

Proposition 21 and 21) imply mdim?¥,(F(z), f,d) < mdim,,(X, f,d). In the fol-
lowing, we prove mdim? (E(z), f, d) > mdim, (X, f,d).

We fix any constant C’ < mdim,, (X, f,d). Next, we only need to show that

(3.8) mdim¥, (E(z), f,d) > C'.

Fix v > 0 we can choose a € < ¢ and a sequence {n}r>1 C N such that there exists
maximal (ny, 7€¢')-separated set Sj, of X which is always a (ny, 7¢')-spanning set such
that

(3.9) #8;. = exp (ng(C' — 7)) |log 7€',
9



htEZp<E<zO)7 f7 6,)

(3.10) Togel < mdimy; (E(z), f,d) + 7
and
. B | log €] . B
(3.11) (mdimy, (E(20), f,d) + ) < mdimy,(E(20), f,d) + 27.

" |log 7€

We can use the parallel proof in the subsection 3.1.1 and subsection 3.1.2 to show

that there exist a Moran-like fractal 7' and a measure p' concentrated on F’ satisfying
the following property.

Lemma 3.6. There exists N' € N such that for anyn > N, if B,(z,é)NF' # 0, then
{(Ba(z, ) < exp {—n(C" — 27)] logTe]}

Let N’ be the number defined in Lemma B0 Let I" = {B,,,(x;, €) };e; be any finite
cover of F' with n; > N’ for all i € I. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
By, (i, €) N F' # () for every i € 1. Applying Lemma on each By, (z;,€), one has

S exp {—n(C' = 29)log 71} > 3 (B (1, €)) > u(F) = 1

iel el
As I is arbitrary, one has

m(F', (C"— 27y)|log 7€'|, N,€') > 1 >0
Therefore, by the fact that m(F’, (C" — 2v)|log 7€'|, N, €') does not decrease as N in-
creases,
m(F', (C" = 2y)|log 7€', ) > 1 >0
which implies that
WE,(F,£.€) = (C = 27)| g 7|

So, by Lemma 3.1, (3.10) and (3.11)), we have

O o < hE (F. f.€) 5 WBy(B(0), 1,¢) _ h,(B(z0) 1.€) |loge
17 TogTel = TlogTel [loge| — [logTe

| log €|

< (mdimy; (E(2), f,d) +7) < mdimy; (E(z), f,d) + 27.

“log 7€
Thus, mdim?, (E(z), f,d) > C'" — 4y. As v > 0 and C’ are arbitrary, we obtain
mdimy (E(z), f,d) > mdim, (X, f,d).

The proof of Theorem [L.1is complete.
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